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AGENDA 
Historic Landmarks Commission Meeting 
Thursday, December 11, 2014 
9:00 a.m. 


I. Call to Order: Chairman 

II. Roll Call 
III. Approval of the Minutes of November 13, 2014. 
IV. New Business 


A. REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS HC-2014-45, submitted 
by Gerry Jones, Director of Capital Programs and Buildings, agent for, City of Suffolk, 
Virginia, applicant and property owner, for the demolition of three existing residential 
structures located at 407 W. Washington Street, 409 W. Washington Street, and 413 W. 
Washington Street; and further identified as Zoning Map 34G17 Block (A) Parcel 189, 
34G17 Block (A) Parcel 190, and 34G17 Block (A) Parcel 191, respectively, Suffolk 
Voting Borough, and is zoned CBD (Central Business District), and HC (Historic 
Conservation Overlay District). 


V. Staff Reports 


A. Enforcement Update 
B. Administrative Approvals 


VI. 
Adjournment 


MINUTES 


HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION 


November 13, 2014 


9:00 A.M. 


The regular meeting of the Historic Landmarks Commission was held on Thursday, 
November 13, 2014, 9:00 a.m., in the Council Chambers of the Municipal Building, 442 


W. Washington Street, Suffolk, Virginia, with the following persons present: 


MEMBERS PRESENT: STAFF: 

Susan Coley Robert Goumas, Assistant Director of Planning 
Walter Boyette Karla Williams, Deputy City Attorney 

Amy Elliott Shanda Davenport, Principal Planner 

John Faircloth Thomas Jordan, Planner II 

Randy Hicks, Chairman Jillian Scott, Office Assistant II 


Edward King 
Geraldine Outterbridge 
Merritt Draper 
MEMBERS ABSENT: 


G. Stewart Tyler, Vice Chairman 


The meeting was called to order by Chairman Hicks. The roll was called by Mr. Goumas 
and the Chairman was informed that a quorum was present. The minutes of the previous 
meeting were approved as presented. The Chairman noted the time limits for public 
hearings are ten (10) minutes for proponents, fifteen (15) minutes for opponents, and five 


(5) minutes for rebuttal. 


NEW BUSINESS 

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS HC-2014-33, submitted by 
Norbert and Garon Trojanowski, applicant and property owner, for a change in 
materials for the repair or replacement of an existing metal shingle roof, installation of 
exterior door and window screens, and associated exterior renovations of an existing 
structure located at 106 Brewer Avenue. The property is further identified as Zoning 
Map 34G17 Block (2) B Parcel(s) 6, Suffolk Voting Borough, and is zoned RM 
(Residential Medium District), and HC (Historic Conservation Overlay District). 

The first item of business was introduced by the Chairman, followed by a staff report by 
Thomas Jordan, Planner II. Mr. Jordan stated that the single family home at 106 Brewer 
Avenue is included in the district as part of the West End District (2004) expansion. The 
nomination form estimates the two and a half-story frame dwelling to have been constructed 
between 1895 — 1910 in the Queen Anne architectural style. Mr. Jordan stated the applicant 
is requesting approval for a change in materials for the replacement of an existing metal 
Victorian shingle roof on the main dwelling and asphalt shingled roof on the porch. 

The proposed replacement roof material is an exposed fastened metal panel system. The 
metal panels overlap and will be attached with washered wood screws installed directly 
through the panel. The applicant have selected to utilize a roof panel painted in Light Stone 
color which is available with a 40 year paint finish warranty and is Energy Star certified. 

Mr. Jordan stated that the applicant has submitted a condition statement from the contractor 


which states the original roof has reached the end of its useful lifespan and is suffering from 


continued leaks resulting in structural and interior damage to the home. 


The guidelines identify that roof designs vary considerably within the Historic Conservation 
Overlay District and are one of the key character defining elements of the style of the house. 

Furthermore, roofs are an important in defining the character, formality, stature, and texture 
of the house and the street. Consequently, historic roofing materials should be preserved and 
maintained. While the guidelines provide clear guidance regarding matching original 
materials as closely as possible it does not provide guidance regarding the style of roof 
replacement. The style of the roof can be as important or even more significant in defining 
the character of the house. The existing Victorian shingle roof on the dwelling results in a 
simulated fishscale appearance on the roof. The installation of an exposed fastener metal 
panel system will be a significant departure from the appearance of the existing metal 
shingle. Additionally, the guidelines do not provide guidance regarding color of the roof. 
Traditionally, metal roof tiles were unfinished at the time of installation and where painted in 
subsequent year (typically red or green) in attempt to reduce wear and increase the longevity 
of the roof. The applicant has selected a light stone color, which will be unique to the 
district, in an attempt to reduce utility bills, however the lighter color of the roof does appear 
to fall approved color pallet. Given the age and condition of the existing roof its replacement 
appears appropriate. The installation of a metal panel system roof is in conformance with the 
guidelines which call for the original materials to be matched and a new roof will assist in 
maintaining the integrity of the historic structure. Mr. Jordan stated that the criteria of 


Chapter 5, Section I, Roofs, of the Design Guidelines have been satisfied. Based on the 


findings-of-fact, staff recommended approval of the request with the conditions noted in the 
staff report. 

The public hearing was opened. 

Speaking in favor of the request was Norbert Trojanowski, property owner. Mr. Trojanowski 
stated that there are extensive leaks in the roof and patches with tar that are peeling up. Mr. 
Trojanowski stated that he has contacted many contractors but no other company, except for 
Virginia Carolina Roofing has taken on the job. Mr. Trojanowki stated that he is looking 
forward to correcting the problem as soon as possible to secure the safety of his house. 

After discussion by the Commission, a motion was made to modify the request to approve a 
standing seam metal roof in a light stone color with concealed fasteners, approving the noted 
actions was made by Commissioner Boyette. The motion was seconded by Commissioner 
Faircloth and approved by a recorded vote of 8-0. 

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS HC-2014-37, submitted by 
Derek and Sharon Clay, property owners, to erect a detached accessory building 
(garage) located at 130 Brewer Avenue. The property is further identified as Zoning 
Map 34G17 Block (2) B Parcel(s) 18, 19, and 20 and 34G17 Block (A) Parcel(s) 1, 


Suffolk Voting Borough, and is zoned RM (Residential Medium District), and HC 
(Historic Conservation Overlay District). 


The next item of business was introduced by Chairman, followed by a staff report by Thomas 
Jordan, Planner II. Mr. Jordan stated that the single-family home at 130 Brewer Avenue was 
included in the district as part of the West End District (2004) expansion. 

The 2002 contributing structure was built in the Colonial Revival architectural style between 


1910 and 1925. The house is 5 bays wide with a central entrance and projecting center bay. 


The front porch columns are scored and rest on concrete piers. The parcel is considered a 
double frontage or through-lot given it has frontage on two (2) public right-of-ways (Brewer 
Avenue and Pender Street). The single-family dwelling fronts on Brewer Avenue. The 
proposed garage will be visible from and accessed from Pender Street. 

Brewer Avenue and Pender Street have very distinct and different characters. Brewer 
Avenue is residential in character and located within the National Register District. The 
northern portion of Pender Street is a 40-foot public right-of-way which dead-ends and serves 
to provide primary access to only one home (mid-to-late 20" century building) in addition to 
Human Resources Building and Wellons Park. The applicant proposed to construct a garage 
(50’ x 20’) fronting on Pender Street. The garage will be accessed by two concrete 


driveways. 


This request is identical to the request which was authorized in December 2012 by the 
Historic Landmark Commission. Construction did not commerce on the proposed garage and 
the certificate expired. The applicant is seeking to have the request reauthorized. 

The applicant has noted a concrete pad remains from a previous garage which was located on 
the property near the proposed building site. 

The public hearing was opened. 


There being no speakers in favor or opposition, the public hearing was closed. 


After discussion by the Commission, a motion approving the noted actions was made by 
Commissioner Boyette. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Draper and approved 
by a recorded vote of 8-0. 

New Business: Enforcement Update 

Donald Bennett, (Planning & Community Development) gave an update on the enforcement 
actions taken by Community Development for the following properties: 

223 Bank Street - property foreclosed 

526 W. Washington Street - property maintenance violation, case continued until January 8 
130 Oakdale Terrace — property fined $100.00 


There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 9:26 a.m. 
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CITY OF SUFFOLK 


442 W WASHINGTON ST, P.O. BOX 1858, SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23439-1858 


PHONE: (757) 514-4060 FAX: (757) 514-4099 
DEPARTMENT OF 
PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
Division of Planning 
To: Historic Landmarks Commission 
From: Shanda H. Davenport, Current Planning Manager 
Date: December 11, 2014 
Subject: REQUEST FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS, HC-2014-45, 


submitted by Gerry Jones on behalf of the City of Suffolk, property owner, for the 
demolition of three residential structures located at 407, 409, and 413 W. 
Washington Street. The property is further identified as Zoning Map 34G17(A), 
Parcels 189, 190, and 191, Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned CBD, Central 
Business District and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District. 


STAFF REPORT 


Overview of the Subject Property and Surrounding Area 


This request is for the demolition of three adjacent residential structures in order to allow the 
construction of a new municipal library and its associated features. All of the structures are 
deemed contributing to the district. The property is part of the 2004 West End District Expansion 
and is located along the W. Washington Street Entry Corridor. All three structures are sited close 
to the street, unlike other residential structures along the corridor. The properties are collectively 
bounded by Lee Street on the east and a commercial parking lot to the west. 


407 W. Washington Street — This dwelling is a two-story, three-bay, frame, side-gable dwelling 
with some Late Greek Revival style elements and dates from 1900. There is a two-story ell off 
the rear of the main block as well as a one-story, gabled roof addition off the rear ell. The house 
retains its original weatherboard siding and six-over-six double-hung sash windows. The side- 
hall plan of the house is indicated by the location of the entry door, with transom and sidelight, in 
the left bay. There is an attached one-story, hipped-roof porch which is supported by chamfered 
posts and simple balustrade. 


409 W. Washington Street — This vernacular-style dwelling is a two-story, three-bay, frame, 
side-gable dwelling was constructed around 1890. There is a two-story shed roof addition off the 
rear. The house retains its original weatherboard siding, six-over-six, four-over-four and two- 
over-two double-hung sash windows. There is an attached two-story, shed-roof porch which is 
supported by Doric columns. 
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413 W. Washington Street — This Italianate-style dwelling is a two-story, three-bay, frame, side- 
gable dwelling was constructed around 1880 and was last used as a two-unit apartment house. 
There are multiple additions off the rear of the house including a two-story shed roof addition, a 
two-story gable roofed ell and a one-story side-gable section. The house retains its original 
weatherboard siding, six-over-six, four-over-four and two-over-two double-hung sash windows, 
and decorative brackets. There is an attached two-story, shed roof porch which is supported by 
Doric columns on the first level and quire replacement posts on the second level. The original 
porch balustrade remains on the first level; the balustrade on the second level has been replaced. 


Case History 


A previous Certificate of Appropriateness, HC2005-78 was issued for the demolition of an 
accessory structure at 409 W. Washington Street. 


Numerous approvals; HC2002-41, HC2002-55AD, HC2005-07AD, HC2005-58AD, and 
HC2005-63AD have been issued for the structure located at 413 W. Washington Street for 


repairs. 


Proposed Action 


The applicant is proposing to demolish three contributing residential structures located at 407, 
409, and 413 W. Washington Street. 


Public Notice 


Public notice of this meeting was published in the newspaper and notices were mailed to 
adjacent property owners. 


Applicable Regulations and Analysis 
A. Unified Development Ordinance 
1. HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District 
2 Section 31-413(g)(7)A(;), Approval of major action by the HLC 
2B, Section 31-413(1) Demolition of Structures of Substantial Interest 
B. Suffolk Historic District Guidelines 
Ai Chapter 8, B. Authority — The Historic Landmark Commission shall be guided by 
Section 31-413(1) (Demolition of Structures of Substantial Public Interest) of the 


Unified Development Ordinance. 


2: Chapter 8, Guidelines for the Consideration of Demolishing or Moving Buildings 
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Staff Analysis 


The demolition of structures within the Suffolk Historic Conservation Overlay District is 
discussed in Section 31-413(1), Demolition of Structures of Substantial Public Interest of the 
UDO which speaks to structures designated as having substantial public interest. The specific 
guidance for determining whether or not to approve the demolition of a structure within the 
historic district is found in Chapter 8, Section C, Guidelines for the Consideration of 
Demolishing or Moving Buildings of the Suffolk Historic District Design Guidelines. The 
applicant has provided a structural analysis of the properties as well as a narrative addressing 
these guidelines. Staff concurs with the attached analysis provided by the applicant. 


The applicant has indicated that the demolition of the structures is needed to allow the 
construction of a new municipal library and its associated site features. This site is supportive of 
the City’s goal of a vibrant revitalized Downtown. The success of the City’s efforts will have a 
direct positive impact on the Historic District. Demolition of a structure may be justified when 
the proposed new development with which it will be replaced is of greater significance to the 
preservation of the district than retention of the existing structure. The loss of the structures will 
have an effect on the historic character of the district; however the new development will be 
compatible, appropriate and beneficial to the district. The applicant has offered the properties for 
sale to a buyer who could relocate the structures. No offers of purchase have been received. 


Summary and Recommendations 


While these structures are within both the local Historic Overlay District and the National 
Register District, the urban fabric of W. Washington Street as it proceeds west was not deemed 
cohesive enough to justify its inclusion in the National Register District. The continued 
expansion of the municipal core, initiated by the construction of the new City Hall, will be a 
healthy catalyst for renovation and rehabilitation efforts throughout the district. The overriding 
public interest will best be served by the creation of a strong contextually appropriate municipal 
core as opposed to the interest that is served by the retention of the structures at 407, 409, and 
413 W. Washington Street. While the properties are identified as landmarks, they are not 
associated with any specific event or person. The retention of the three individual structures 
would be a deterrent to a major improvement program that will be of substantial benefit to the 
district and the public. Therefore, staff recommends that the demolition of 407, 409, and 413 W. 
Washington Street be permitted. 


Attachments 


cc: Mr. Gerry Jones, City of Suffolk 
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Disclaimer. THE CITY OF SUFFOLK MAKES NO WARRANTY, REPRESENTATI 
OR GUARANTEE OF ANY KIND REGARDING EITHER ANY MAPS OR OTHER INFORMATION 
PROVIDED HEREIN OR THE SOURCES OF SUCH M, R OTHER INFORMATION. THE 
CITY OF SUFFOLK SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS ALL REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES, 
EXPRESS OR IMPLIED, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, THE IMPLIED WARRANTIES. 
OF MERCHANTABILITY AND FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE. 
‘The City of Suffolk assumes no liability either for any errors, omission: 

or inaccuracies in the information provided regardless of the cause of such 
or for any decision made, action taken, or action not taken by the user in 
reliance upon any maps or information provided herein, 


Parcel and Zoning information has been developed to provide a graphic 
representation of the Real Estate Property Tax Maps. The boundaries of any 
parcel may have been adjusted to provide a more visually pleasing presentation, 
User should refer to instrument of transfer (deed or plat) for legal boundary 
location and perimeter or area measurements 
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Description 


This application to the Historic Landmarks Commission is for the demolition of three (3) 
residential structures located at 407, 409, and 413 West Washington St. The demolition of 
these structures will provide a portion of the site necessary to construct a new Central Library, 
currently identified in the City’s Capital Improvements Plan. The City has no proposed used for 
the structures, and has offered them for sale to the general public, with the stipulation that 
they must be relocated from their current sites, preferably to another site within the Historic 
Conservation Overlay District. No offers to purchase any of the structures were received. 


The following is an analysis of these provisions as they apply to the structure at 407 West 
Washington Street: 


1. Is the structure of architectural significance? Does the building contribute to the 
character of the Historic Conservation Overlay District? Architecturally, the buildings 
are typical of late nineteenth and early twentieth residential structures in the District. 
All three of the structures are considered contributing structures to the Historic Overlay 
Conservation District. 


2. Is the structure of historical significance? No 


3. Is the building or structure of such old or uncommon design, texture or scarce 
material that it could not be reproduced or could be reproduced only with great 
difficulty and expense? The building is typical of other early twentieth century 
structures. The design, texture and materials are not uncommon. 


4. Does relocating the building have a detrimental effect on its structural soundness? A 
structural assessment has been conducted and the condition of the structure was 
determined to be poor and structurally unsound. Relocation would most likely worsen 
its structural condition. 


5. Is the building or structure structurally unsound? If yes, to what extent? A structural 
assessment has been conducted and the condition of the structure was determined to 
be poor and structurally unsound. The report prepared by McPherson Design Group, 
dated October 1, 2014 is a part of this application. 


6. Is the relocation of the building or structure, or a portion thereof, preferable 
alternative to demolition? Given the structural integrity of the building, demolition is 
preferable to relocation. However, it is difficult to assess the alternative of relocating 
the structure as no study of this alternative has been conducted. It must be noted that 
the City advertised the home for sale with the stipulation that relocation was 
mandatory, and no bids were received. 
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7. Would the proposed moving or demolition potentially adversely affect other historic 
buildings located within the Historic Conservation Overlay District? The structure itself 
is not close enough to adjacent structures to adversely affect their structural integrity. 
Adequate room exists on the site to remove the structure without impacting historic 
buildings within the District. 


8. Would the proposed moving or demolition potentially adversely affect the character 
of the Historic Conservation Overlay District? No 


9. Ifa building is damaged by a fire or other natural hazard, has the Building Inspector 
determined if a building is structurally sound or poses an imminent threat to public 
safety and should be demolished? The building has not been damaged by fire or 
natural hazard; therefore, the Building Official has taken no action on the property. 


10. Has a professional economic and structural feasibility study for rehabilitating or 
reusing the structure been conducted? If yes, did the study’s findings support the 
proposed demolition or moving? A structural analysis of the building has been 
prepared; however, an economic or feasibility study has not been. Consequently, an 
evaluation of this criterion cannot be provided at this time. 


11. Will the building or structure be relocated to another site within the Historic 
Conservation Overlay District or to another adjacent site which is subject to design 
review? The building is not proposed to be relocated. Consequently, an evaluation of 
this criterion cannot be provided at this time. 


12. Does the proposed relocation provide new surroundings that are compatible with the 
architectural aspects of the building or structure? Because the relocation of the 
building is not being proposed, an evaluation of this criterion cannot be provided at this 
time. 


13. Is the proposed relocation the only practical means of saving the structure from 
demolition? Because the relocation of the building is not being proposed, an evaluation 
of this criterion cannot be provided at this time. 


14. Is there an inordinate hardship? (To establish “inordinate hardship,” the applicant 
shall submit evidence that rehabilitation of the structure is impractical, that the 
structure is inappropriate for the proposed use desired by the owner, and that the 
applicant cannot make reasonable economic use of the property. Such evidence may 
include reuse, attempts to sell, rent, or lease the property, and information regarding 
annual income and expenses. Any hardship created by action of the applicant shall 
not be considered in reviewing any application.) Inordinate hardship does not pertain 
to this application. The construction of the planned Downtown Central Library and 
required parking along West Washington Street are cited as the reason for demolition 
of the building. No alternatives to demolition have been provided. 
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The following is an analysis of these provisions as they apply to the structure at 409 West 
Washington Street: 


1. Is the structure of architectural significance? Does the building contribute to the 
character of the Historic Conservation Overlay District? Architecturally, the buildings 
are typical of late nineteenth and early twentieth residential structures in the District. 
All three of the structures are considered contributing structures to the Historic Overlay 
Conservation District. 


2. Is the structure of historical significance? No 


3. Is the building or structure of such old or uncommon design, texture or scarce 
material that it could not be reproduced or could be reproduced only with great 
difficulty and expense? The building is typical of other early twentieth century 
structures. The design, texture and materials are not uncommon. 


4. Does relocating the building have a detrimental effect on its structural soundness? A 
structural assessment has been conducted and the condition of the structure was 
determined to be poor and structurally unsound. Relocation would most likely worsen 
its structural condition. 


5. Is the building or structure structurally unsound? If yes, to what extent? A structural 
assessment has been conducted and the condition of the structure was determined to 
be poor and structurally unsound. The report prepared by McPherson Design Group, 
dated October 1, 2014 is a part of this application. 


6. Is the relocation of the building or structure, or a portion thereof, preferable 
alternative to demolition? Given the structural integrity of the building, demolition is 
preferable to relocation. However, it is difficult to assess the alternative of relocating 
the structure as no study of this alternative has been conducted. It must be noted that 
the City advertised the home for sale with the stipulation that relocation was 
mandatory, and no bids were received. 


7. Would the proposed moving or demolition potentially adversely affect other historic 
buildings located within the Historic Conservation Overlay District? The structure itself 
is not close enough to adjacent structures to adversely affect their structural integrity. 
Adequate room exists on the site to remove the structure without impacting historic 
buildings within the District. 


8. Would the proposed moving or demolition potentially adversely affect the character 
of the Historic Conservation Overlay District? No 
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9. Ifa building is damaged by a fire or other natural hazard, has the Building Inspector 
determined if a building is structurally sound or poses an imminent threat to public 
safety and should be demolished? The building has not been damaged by fire or 
natural hazard; therefore, the Building Official has taken no action on the property. 


10. Has a professional economic and structural feasibility study for rehabilitating or 
reusing the structure been conducted? If yes, did the study’s findings support the 
proposed demolition or moving? A structural analysis of the building has been 
prepared; however, an economic or feasibility study has not been. Consequently, an 
evaluation of this criterion cannot be provided at this time. 


11. Will the building or structure be relocated to another site within the Historic 
Conservation Overlay District or to another adjacent site which is subject to design 
review? The building is not proposed to be relocated. Consequently, an evaluation of 
this criterion cannot be provided at this time. 


12. Does the proposed relocation provide new surroundings that are compatible with the 
architectural aspects of the building or structure? Because the relocation of the 
building is not being proposed, an evaluation of this criterion cannot be provided at this 
time. 


13. Is the proposed relocation the only practical means of saving the structure from 
demolition? Because the relocation of the building is not being proposed, an evaluation 
of this criterion cannot be provided at this time. 


14. Is there an inordinate hardship? (To establish “inordinate hardship,” the applicant 
shall submit evidence that rehabilitation of the structure is impractical, that the 
structure is inappropriate for the proposed use desired by the owner, and that the 
applicant cannot make reasonable economic use of the property. Such evidence may 
include reuse, attempts to sell, rent, or lease the property, and information regarding 
annual income and expenses. Any hardship created by action of the applicant shall 
not be considered in reviewing any application.) /nordinate hardship does not pertain 
to this application. The construction of the planned Downtown Central Library and 
required parking along West Washington Street are cited as the reason for demolition 
of the building. No alternatives to demolition have been provided. 


The following is an analysis of these provisions as they apply to the structure at 413 West 
Washington Street: 


1. Is the structure of architectural significance? Does the building contribute to the 
character of the Historic Conservation Overlay District? Architecturally, the buildings 
are typical of late nineteenth and early twentieth residential structures in the District. 
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All three of the structures are considered contributing structures to the Historic Overlay 
Conservation District. 


2. Is the structure of historical significance? No 


3. Is the building or structure of such old or uncommon design, texture or scarce 
material that it could not be reproduced or could be reproduced only with great 
difficulty and expense? The building is typical of other early twentieth century 
structures. The design, texture and materials are not uncommon. 


4. Does relocating the building have a detrimental effect on its structural soundness? A 
structural assessment has been conducted and the condition of the structure was 
determined to be poor and structurally unsound. Relocation would most likely worsen 
its structural condition. 


5. Is the building or structure structurally unsound? If yes, to what extent? A structural 
assessment has been conducted and the condition of the structure was determined to 
be poor and structurally unsound. The report prepared by McPherson Design Group, 
dated October 1, 2014 is a part of this application. 


6. Is the relocation of the building or structure, or a portion thereof, preferable 
alternative to demolition? Given the structural integrity of the building, demolition is 
preferable to relocation. However, it is difficult to assess the alternative of relocating 
the structure as no study of this alternative has been conducted. It must be noted that 
the City advertised the home for sale with the stipulation that relocation was 
mandatory, and no bids were received. 


7. Would the proposed moving or demolition potentially adversely affect other historic 
buildings located within the Historic Conservation Overlay District? The structure itself 
is not close enough to adjacent structures to adversely affect their structural integrity. 
Adequate room exists on the site to remove the structure without impacting historic 
buildings within the District. 


8. Would the proposed moving or demolition potentially adversely affect the character 
of the Historic Conservation Overlay District? No 


9. Ifa building is damaged by a fire or other natural hazard, has the Building Inspector 
determined if a building is structurally sound or poses an imminent threat to public 
safety and should be demolished? The building has not been damaged by fire or 
natural hazard; therefore, the Building Official has taken no action on the property. 


10. Has a professional economic and structural feasibility study for rehabilitating or 


reusing the structure been conducted? If yes, did the study’s findings support the 
proposed demolition or moving? A structural analysis of the building has been 
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11. 


12. 


13. 


14. 


prepared; however, an economic or feasibility study has not been. Consequently, an 
evaluation of this criterion cannot be provided at this time. 


Will the building or structure be relocated to another site within the Historic 
Conservation Overlay District or to another adjacent site which is subject to design 
review? The building is not proposed to be relocated. Consequently, an evaluation of 
this criterion cannot be provided at this time. 


Does the proposed relocation provide new surroundings that are compatible with the 
architectural aspects of the building or structure? Because the relocation of the 
building is not being proposed, an evaluation of this criterion cannot be provided at this 
time. 


Is the proposed relocation the only practical means of saving the structure from 
demolition? Because the relocation of the building is not being proposed, an evaluation 
of this criterion cannot be provided at this time. 


Is there an inordinate hardship? (To establish “inordinate hardship,” the applicant 
shall submit evidence that rehabilitation of the structure is impractical, that the 
structure is inappropriate for the proposed use desired by the owner, and that the 
applicant cannot make reasonable economic use of the property. Such evidence may 
include reuse, attempts to sell, rent, or lease the property, and information regarding 
annual income and expenses. Any hardship created by action of the applicant shall 
not be considered in reviewing any application.) /nordinate hardship does not pertain 
to this application. The construction of the planned Downtown Central Library and 
required parking along West Washington Street are cited as the reason for demolition 
of the building. No alternatives to demolition have been provided. 
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Waller, Todd & Sadler Architects, Inc. 
1909 Cypress Avenue 

Virginia Beach, Virginia 23451 


RE: Structural Condition Assessment 
407 W. Washington Street 
Suffolk, Virginia 


Dear Howard: 


As requested, we have completed our general structural condition assessment of the residential 
property referenced above. The intent of this assessment was to perform a visual inspection 
throughout and document our findings. Also within we have formed a professional opinion regarding 
the overall stability of the structure. 


The structure is a 2-story wood construction house over a crawl space as can be seen in Photograph’s 
No. | and 2. The date of original construction was not indicated in the city real estate assessment 
records, but we believe the house was most likely built more than 70 years ago. It is currently 
unoccupied and the windows on the I* floor level have been boarded up with plywood. All utilities 
appear to have been disconnected; therefore, the house is currently unconditioned. No selective 
demolition or exposing of foundation was completed during our assessment. 


RESULTS OF OUR FINDINGS 


The crawl space framing consists of wood joists and girders supported by multi-wythe brick piers 
throughout. Some areas of the crawl space were inaccessible due to standing water, debris, or low 
clearance below framing members, Upon inspecting the crawl space, we found many existing brick piers 
showing signs of major deterioration as can be seen in Photograph’s No. 3 thru 5. The mortar joints 
are in a powdery condition and the brick face shells are beginning to delaminate exposing the center of 
the bricks and causing rapid deterioration. Many framing repairs have been completed over the years as 
can be seen in Photograph’s No. 6 thru 8. The repairs were completed with miscellaneous wood, brick 
and CMU materials. All of the repairs observed were improperly constructed and are unstable with no 
adequate foundation bearing support. We found several joists with termite damage and subsequent 
repairs as can be seen in Photograph’s No. 9 and 10. Given the amount of moisture present in the 
crawi space, termites are most likely active and are damaging the floor framing. There are several areas 
where standing water can be seen in Photograph’s No. |] and 12. Standing water and moisture in the 
crawl space promotes mold and fungal growth, which will deteriorate the wood framing. Many of the 
floor joists are improperly fastened to the sides of joist girders without hangers as can be seen in 
Photograph No. 13. The floor joists are now beginning to pull away from the girders producing an 


unstable condition. 
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Upon inspecting the interior of the house, we found major sloping present in the floors throughout. 
This is an indication that the structure has been experiencing differential settlement over the years. 
Differential settlement occurs when portions of the foundation system are settling at different rates. 
The structure most likely does not have an adequate foundation support system. There were several 
areas on the first floor where the floor felt soft and deteriorated. We also found major cracks in the 
plaster finish in the walls and ceilings as can be seen in Photograph’s No. |4 and 15. 


The brick chimney is showing signs of major deterioration as can be seen in Photograph’s No. 16 and 
17. The mortar joints are in a powdery condition and in many places the mortar joint has deteriorated 


away. 
SUMMARY 


The house currently appears to be stable with no immediate overail stability concerns. There are areas 
on the I|* floor that are unsafe due to deteriorated conditions. Anyone entering the house should 
proceed with caution. The house is in need of many structural repairs. The entire first floor framing 
system and foundation wall/piers will most likely need to be replaced. The chimney will most likely need 
to be reconstructed. The grade in the crawl space is lower than the surrounding grade and the grade 
on site appears to be sloping towards the house. This condition will need to be addressed in order to 
prevent water from entering into the crawl space. The interior is in need of new finishes, cabinets and 
fixtures throughout. 


If there is anything else we can do for you, please do not hesitate to contact our office at (757) 965- 
2000. 


Sincerely, 


McPHERSON DESIGN GROUP, p.c. 


a 


Marcos Freeman, P.E. 


beacce LE. 


" MARCOS FREEMAN - 
Lic. No. 041296 
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Photograph No. | 


Exterior front view of the house 
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Photograph No. 2 


Exterior rear view of the house 
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Photograph No. 3 


Deteriorated brick pier 
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Photograph No. 4 


Deteriorated brick pier 
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Photograph No. 5 


Deteriorated brick pier 
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Photograph No. 6 


Inadequate crawl space framing repair 
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Photograph No. 7 


Inadequate crawl space framing repairs 
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Photograph No. 8 


inadequate crawl space framing repair 
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Photograph No, 9 


Evidence of termite damage 
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Photograph No. 10 


Evidence of termite damage 
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Photograph No. II 


Standing water in the crawl space 
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Photograph No. [2 


Standing water in the crawl space 
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Photograph No. 13 


Floor joist improperly connected to girder 
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Photograph No. 14 


Major crack in plaster wall finish HC45-1 4 
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Photograph No. 15 


Major crack in plaster ceiling finish 
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Photograph No. 16 


Brick chimney showing signs of major deterioration 
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Photograph No. |7 


Brick chimney showing signs of major deterioration 
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Virginia Beach, Virginia 2345 | 


RE: Structural Condition Assessment 
409 W. Washington Street 
Suffolk, Virginia 


Dear Howard: 


As ‘requested, we have completed our general structural condition assessment of the residential 
property referenced above. The intent of this assessment was to perform a visual inspection 
throughout and document our findings. Also within we have formed a professional opinion regarding 
the overall stability of the structure. 


The structure is a 2-story wood construction house over a crawl space as can be seen in Photograph’s 
No. | and 2. The date of original construction was not indicated in the city real estate assessment 
records, but we believe the house was most likely built more than 70 years ago. It is currently 
unoccupied and the windows on the I|* floor level have been boarded up with plywood. All utilities 
appear to have been disconnected; therefore, the house is currently unconditioned. No selective 
demolition or exposing of foundation was completed during our assessment. 


RESULTS OF OUR FINDINGS 


The crawl space framing consists of wood joists and girders supported by multi-wythe brick piers and 
continuous foundation walls. Some areas of the crawl space were inaccessible due to standing water, 
debris, or low clearance below framing members. Upon inspecting the crawl space, we found several 
existing brick piers and foundation walls showing signs of deterioration as can be seen in Photograph’s 
No. 3 thru 5. The mortar joints are in a powdery condition and portions of the foundation wail have 
weathered away due to storm water runoff. There is evidence of termite damage as can be seen in 
Photograph No. 6. Given the amount of moisture present in the crawl space, termites are most likely 
active and are damaging the floor framing. 


The existing wood siding and soffit is in poor condition and there are many places where the structural 
framing is exposed to the weather as can be seen in Photograph’s No. 7 thru 10. The framing in these 
areas is most likely experiencing deteriorated conditions due to moisture intrusion. Moisture in non- 
treated wood framing members will also attract termites. As mentioned above, evidence of termite 
damage was observed in the crawl space framing. Therefore, the wall framing is also most likely being 
subjected to termite infestation. 


HC45-14 


office 757.965.2000 « fax 757.965.2001 = 6371 Center Drive = Suite 100 « Norfolk, VA 23502 « www.McPhersonDesignGroup.com 


Mr. Howard Collins 

Waller, Todd & Sadler Architects, Inc. 
Virginia Beach, Virginia 

October |, 2014 

Page 2 


There is some structural concern with the existing porch. The porch is experiencing major sloping at 
the left corner as can be seen in Photograph No. II. It appears the framing at this corner has most 
likely deteriorated due to moisture damage since the trim boards have deteriorated and have exposed 
the framing to the weather as can be seen in Photograph No. 7. In addition, there is rotting in the 
column post baseboards as can be seen in Photograph No. 12. The foundation wall supporting the 
porch is also experiencing foundation settlement as can be seen in Photograph No. 3. The crack seen in 
the photograph in the brick foundation wall is an indication that the porch has settled. 


Upon inspecting the interior of the house, we found major sloping present in the floors throughout. 
This is an indication that the structure has been experiencing differential setthement over the years. 
Differential settlement occurs when portions of the foundation system are settling at different rates. 
The structure most likely does not have an adequate foundation support system. 


There is evidence of major water intrusion thru the roofing system and also around the chimney as can 
be seen in Photograph’s No. [3 thru 15. The roof joists and roof deck boards are showing signs of 
moisture damage. The mortar joints at the chimneys are also showing signs of deterioration. 


SUMMARY 


The house currently appears to be stable with no immediate overall stability concerns. There are 
structural concerns with the existing front porch due to deteriorated conditions. Anyone entering the 
house should proceed with caution. The house is in need of some structural repairs. Portions of 
foundation wall/piers will most likely need to be replaced. Some of the wall framing will need to be 
repaired or replaced due to exposure to the weather and/or termite infestation. Most of the roof joists 
and deck boards will need to be replaced. The grade in the crawl space is lower than the surrounding 
grade and the grade on site appears to be sloping towards the house. This condition will need to be 
addressed in order to prevent water from entering into the crawl space. The interior is in need of new 
finishes, cabinets and fixtures throughout. 


If there is anything else we can do for you, please do not hesitate to contact our office at (757) 965- 
2000. 


Sincerely, 


McPHERSON DESIGN GROUP, p.c. 


Marcos Freeman, P.E, 


Lic. No. 041296 
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Photograph No. | 


Exterior front view of the house 
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Photograph No. 2 


Exterior rear view of the house 
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Photograph No. 3 


Deteriorated brick foundation wall 
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Photograph No. 4 


Deteriorated brick foundation wall 
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Photograph No. 5 


Deteriorated brick pier 
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Photograph No. 6 


Evidence of termite damage 
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Photograph No. 7 


Openings in wood siding and wood trim exposing wall and porch framing to the exterior HC 45 1 4 
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Photograph No. 8 
Opening in wood siding exposing wall framing to the exterior HC45-14 
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Photograph No. 9 


Opening in wood siding exposing wall framing to the exterior 
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Photograph No. 10 


Deteriorated soffit exposing roof framing 
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Photograph No. || 


Porch framing with major sloping at left corner 
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Photograph No. 12 


Rotted porch column base 
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Photograph No. 13 


Evidence of moisture damage in roof framing system 
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Photograph No. 14 


Evidence of moisture damage in roof framing system 
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Photograph No. 15 


Evidence of moisture damage in roof framing system 
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Mr. Howard Collins 

Waller, Todd & Sadler Architects, Inc. 
1909 Cypress Avenue 

Virginia Beach, Virginia 23451 


RE: ‘Structural Condition Assessment 
413 W. Washington Street 
Suffolk, Virginia 


Dear Howard: 


As requested, we have completed our general structural condition assessment of the residential 
property referenced above. The intent of this assessment was to perform a visual inspection 
throughout and document our findings. Also within we have formed a professional opinion regarding 
the overall stability of the structure. 


The structure is a 2-story wood construction house over a crawl space as can be seen in Photograph’s 
No. | and 2. The date of original construction was not indicated in the city real estate assessment 
records, but we believe the house was most likely built more than 70 years ago. It is currently 
unoccupied and the windows on the I|* floor level have been boarded up with plywood. All utilities 
appear to have been disconnected; therefore, the house is currently unconditioned. No selective 
demolition or exposing of foundation was completed during our assessment. 


RESULTS OF OUR FINDINGS 


The crawl space framing consists of wood joists and girders supported by multi-wythe brick piers 
throughout. Some areas of the crawl space were inaccessible due to standing water, debris, or low 
clearance below framing members. Upon inspecting the crawl space, we found many existing brick piers 
showing signs of major deterioration as can be seen in Photograph’s No. 3 thru 5. The mortar joints 
are in a powdery condition and the brick face shells are beginning to delaminate exposing the center of 
the bricks and causing rapid deterioration. We found many joists having fungal growth as can be seen in 
Photograph’s No. 6 and 7. Standing water and moisture in the crawl space will cause mold and fungal 
growth, which will deteriorate the framing. Many framing repairs have been completed as can be seen in 
Photograph’s No. 8 thru 10. The repairs were completed with miscellaneous wood, brick and CMU 
materials. All of the repairs observed were improperly constructed and are unstable with no adequate 
foundation bearing support. 


The existing wood siding and soffit is in poor condition and there are many places where the structural 
framing is exposed to the weather as can be seen in Photograph’s No. II thru 13. The framing in these 
areas is most likely experiencing deteriorated conditions due to moisture intrusion. Moisture in wood 
framing members will also attract termites. The wall framing is most likely being subjected to termite 


infestation. H Cc 4 5. 4 4 
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There is major structural concern with the existing porch. The corner porch columns have 


deteriorated and are now in danger of failing as can be seen in Photograph’s No. 14 thru 16. We 
verified the columns are structural and not just a decorative wrap around an internal post. If the 
columns fail completely, the porch will experience a localized collapse. It appears the framing at the 
corners has most likely deteriorated due to moisture damage since the trim boards have deteriorated 
and have exposed the framing to the weather as can be seen in Photograph No. |4. The railing around 
the porch is also experiencing deteriorated conditions as can be seen in Photograph No. 17. 


Upon inspecting the interior of the house, we found major sloping present in the floors throughout. 
This is an indication that the structure has been experiencing differential settlement over the years. 
Differential settlement occurs when portions of the foundation system are settling at different rates. 
The structure most likely does not have an adequate foundation support system. 


There is evidence of major water intrusion around the chimney as can be seen in Photograph No. 18. 
The roof joists and roof deck boards are showing signs of moisture damage. The mortar joints and 
brick at the chimney have also deteriorated and will most likely require reconstruction. 


SUMMARY 


The house currently appears to be stable with no immediate overall stability concerns. There are major 
structural concerns with the existing front porch due to deteriorated conditions. Anyone entering the 
house should proceed with caution. The house is in need of many structural repairs. Portions of 
foundation wall/piers will most likely need to be replaced. Some of the wall framing will need to be 
repaired due to exposure to the weather and/or termite infestation. Some of the roof joists and deck 
boards will need to be replaced. The grade in the crawl space is slightly lower than or is level with the 
surrounding grade and the grade on site appears to be sloping towards the house. This condition will 
need to be addressed in order to prevent water from entering into the crawl space. The interior is in 
need of new finishes, cabinets and fixtures throughout. 


If there is anything else we can do for you, please do not hesitate to contact our office at (757) 965- 
2000. 


Sincerely, 


McPHERSON DESIGN GROUP, p.c. 


Marcos Freeman, P.E. 


Lic. No. 041296 
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Photograph No. | 


Exterior front view of the house 
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Photograph No. 2 


Exterior rear view of the house 
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Deteriorated brick pier 
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Photograph No. 4 


Deteriorated brick pier 


HC45-14 


FA2014\14-385\DOCSiReports\!0-1-14.Report for 413 W. Washington Street.doc 


Seructurd! Engineers with Practical Solutions 


Mr. Howard Collins 

Waller, Todd & Sadler Architects, Inc. 
Virginia Beach, Virginia 

October |, 2014 

Page 7 


Photograph No. 5 


Detericrated brick pier 
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Photograph No. 6 


Fungal growth on crawl space joists 
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Photograph No. 7 


Fungal growth on crawl space joists 
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Photograph No. 8 


Inadequate crawl space framing repair 
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Inadequate crawl space framing repairs 
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Photograph No. 10 


Inadequate crawl space framing repairs 
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Photograph No, || 


Opening in wood siding and soffit exposing wall framing to the exterior 
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Photograph No. 12 


Opening in wood siding exposing wall framing to the exterior 
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Photograph No. 13 


Deteriorated wood siding and soffit exposing wall framing to the exterior HC 45.1 4 
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Photograph No. 14 


Deteriorated/failing front porch corner column 
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Photograph No. 15 


Deteriorated/failing front porch corner column 
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Photograph No. 16 


Deteriorated/failing front porch corner column 
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Photograph No. 17 


Deteriorated railing around front porch 
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Photograph No. 18 


Deteriorated chimney and moisture damage in the roof joists and roof deck boards 
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HISTORIC CONSERVATION OVERLAY DISTRICT 


GENERAL CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 
Application Number: HC-2014-31AD 


THIS CERTIFICATE MUST BE POSTED IN A VISIBLE LOCATION 
ON THE PREMISES 


This is to certify that the structure located at the following location has met the requirements of 
Section 31-413(f(1) of the Unified Development Ordinance: 


Property Address: 115 Saint James Avenue 
Property Owner: Kevin & Sarah Blake 

Property Owner’s Address: 115 Saint James Avenue 
Property Zoning Map Identification: 34G17(A)*261 


Property Zoning: RM, Residential Medium Density and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay 
District 


The following action/conditions are approved: 
1, Demolish existing accessory building (shed). 

Install a 12’ x 20’ prefabricated storage structure. 

The accessory building shall be constructed of cedar wood siding, contain 4-over-4 

windows and that the roof be constructed of architectural grade shingles. 

4. The new accessory building shall be painted to match main dwelling. 

5. The accessory building shall be placed in the same location of the existing shed. 

6. Any additional exterior improvements shall require a Certificate of Appropriateness. 

7. All required permits shall be obtained from the Community Development Division. 


wel 


THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID FOR SIX (6) MONTHS. THE APPROVED ACTION(S) 
MUST COMMENCE WITHIN SIX (6) MONTHS, OTHERWISE A REQUEST FOR AN 
EXTENSION MUST BE APPLIED FOR AND GRANTED BY THE HISTORIC 
LANDMARKS COMMISSION OR THE ADMINISTRATOR BEFORE SUCH ACTION CAN 


COMMENCE. i 
f Signed: VA: é 
4 es “Secretary) 
Date: 9) { 


(Zoning Administrator) 


Date: VWUshYe 


HISTORIC CONSERVATION OVERLAY DISTRICT 
GENERAL CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 


Application Number: HC-2014-32AD 
THIS CERTIFICATE MUST BE POSTED IN A VISIBLE LOCATION 
ON THE PREMISES 


This is to certify that the structure located at the following location has met the requirements of 
Section 31-413(H(1) of the Unified Development Ordinance: 


Property Address: 319 Bank St 105 Holladay St 


Property Owner: Carter & Sons Furniture Co, Ine, 


| Property Owner's Address: 319 Bank St 


Property Zoning Map Identification: 34G19(A)*67*68 


Property Zoning: RM. Residential Medium District and HC. Historic Conservation Overlay 
District 


Che following action/ conditions are approved: | 
1. Removal and replacement of the existing gutter system with the installation of white 

aluminum gutters and downspouts at rear of the building. 

Any additional exterior improvements shall require a Certificate of Appropriateness 

All required permits shall be obtained from the Community Development Division. 


ted tt 


| THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID FOR SEX (6) MONTHS. THE APPROVED ACTION(S) 
(MUSE COMMENCE WITHIN SIX (6) MONTHS. OTHERWISE A REQUEST FOR AN 
EXTENSION MUST BE APPLIED FOR AND GRANTED BY THE HISTORIC 
LANDMARKS COMMISSION OR THE ADMINISTRATOR BEFORE SUCHET ACTION CAN 
COMMENCE. 


ETE Se. om baud Signed: 4 


(Zoning Administrator) ~ Secretary ) 


Date: C) | [ f- Date: ] PCLT 


1 


Signed: 


HISTORIC CONSERVATION OVERLAY DISTRICT 


GENERAL CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 
Application Number: HC-2014-35AD 


THIS CERTIFICATE MUST BE POSTED IN A VISIBLE LOCATION 
ON THE PREMISES 


This is to certify that the structure located at the following location has met the requirements of 
Section 31-413(f{1) of the Unified Development Ordinance: 


Property Address: 181 N Main St, Suite 200 

Property Owner: Suffolk Holdings, LLC 

Property Owner's Address: 4605 Pembroke Lake Circle, Suite 300, Virginia Beach, VA 
Property Zoning Map Identification: 34G18(A)*324 


Property Zoning: CBD, Central Business District and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay 
District 


The following action/conditions are approved: 


1. Approval of installation of one (1) stud-mounted wall sign (110" x 41”) in accordance with the 
attached exhibit. All fasteners must be attached in the mortar joints, not in the brick, in a manner 
to cause no damage to the masonry wall. Upon removal of the sign, drill points shall be repaired 
in accordance with The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation. 

Wall sign shall be Williamsburg Peacock Blue (CW504), white and black in color. 

Approval of installation of window sign (0.6 sf} on door per attached exhibit. 

Any additional exterior improvements shall require a Certificate of Appropriateness. 

All required permits shall be obtained from the Community Development Division. 


yp we fs 


| THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID FOR SIX (6) MONTHS, THE APPROVED ACTION(S) 
MUST COMMENCE WITHIN SIX (6) MONTHS, OTHERWISE A REQUEST FOR AN 
EXTENSION MUST BE APPLIED FOR AND GRANTED BY THE HISTORIC 
LANDMARKS COMMISSION OR THE ADMINISTRATOR BEFORE SUCH ACTION CAN 
COMMENCE. 


signed: QO Coloman 


(Zoning Administrator) 
Date: _ 11-S-i4 


ee 


HISTORIC CONSERVATION OVERLAY DISTRICT 
GENERAL CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 


Application Number: HC-2014-38AD 


THIS CERTIFICATE MUST BE POSTED IN A VISIBLE LOCATION 
ON THE PREMISES 


This is to certify that the structure located at the following location has met the requirements of 
Section 31-413(f)(1) of the Unified Development Ordinance: 


Property Address: 347 N. Main Street 

Property Owner: Back Bay Outdoors, LLC. 

Property Owner’s Address: P.O. Box 4228, Suffolk, VA. 23439-4228 
Property Zoning Map Identification: 34G11(A)*88 


Property Zoning: CBD, Central Business District and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay 
District 


The following action/conditions are approved: 

1. Installation of a 5.42 sq. ft. non-illuminated building mounted hanging sign. The wood 
sign will utilize white for the background color with Wythe House Blue (CW501) and 
Wythe Gold Medium (CW310) for the lettering and logo from the Pratt and Lambert 
Williamsburg Color Collection or equivalent. 

2. The hanging sign shall be installed to provide a minimum clearance of 7.5° (measured to 
the base of the sign). 

3. Any additional exterior improvements shall require a Certificate of Appropriateness. 

4. All required permits shall be obtained from the Community Development Division. 


THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID FOR SIX (6) MONTHS. THE APPROVED ACTION(S) 
MUST COMMENCE WITHIN SIX (6) MONTHS, OTHERWISE A REQUEST FOR AN 
EXTENSION MUST BE APPLIED FOR AND GRANTED BY THE HISTORIC 


LANDMARKS COMMISSION OR THE ADMINISTRATOR BEFORE SUCH ACTION CAN 
COMMENCE. 


Signed: Kt x WUAQ Ce yLUmMCu Signed: 


(Zoning Administrator) 


C Secretary) 
Date: {—(p-l Date: /O/3/// 


HISTORIC CONSERVATION OVERLAY DISTRICT 
GENERAL CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 


Application Number: HC-2014-39AD 


THIS CERTIFICATE MUST BE POSTED IN A VISIBLE LOCATION 
ON THE PREMISES 


This is to certify that the structure located at the following location has met the requirements of Section 
31-413(6(1) of the Unified Development Ordinance: 


Property Address: 108 Western Avenue 

Property Owner: Knox Property LLC 

Property Owner's Address: 108 Western Ave., Suffolk, VA. 23434 
Property Zoning Map Identification: 34G11(i) *24 


Property Zoning: CBD, Central Business District and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District 


The following action/conditions are approved: 


Install a 28.33 sq. fL (34"x120") MDO (Medium Density Overlay) wood wall sign on the western facade 
for the proposed business “Knox Audiology & Hearing Center”. A black background and white letiering 
will be utilized. This sign will be externally i!luminated by 3-4 black gooseneck wall sconces. 


Install a 17"x17" (2.0 sq. ft.) High Density Urethane (HDU) sign on the Western Avenue (south) facade at 
the main entrance. A black background and white lettering will be utilized. 


Replacement cf two (2) fixtures on either side of the front door (Westem Avenue facade) with black laniem 
style wall sconces. 


Replacement of all existing black louvered shutters with black vinyl board and batten shutters (with similar 
dimensions). 


. Replacement of the existing 6-panel front door with o new 6-panel wood door, The new front door will be 
painted black. 


. Any additional exterior improvements shall require a Certificate of Appropriateness. 
. All required permits shall be obtained from the Community Development Division. 


THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID FOR SIX (6) MONTHS. THE APPROVED ACTION(S) 
MUST COMMENCE WITHIN SIX (6) MONTHS, OTHERWISE A REQUEST FOR AN 
EXTENSION MUST BE APPLIED FOR AND GRANTED BY THE HISTORIC 


LANDMARKS COMMISSION OR THE ADMINISTRATOR BEFORE SUCH ACTION CAN 
COMMENCE. 


Sigmed: (ONNA Couman Signed: 


(Zoning Administrator) LC Secretary) 
Date: -(9-tU Date: /6/3///4 


HISTORIC CONSERVATION OVERLAY DISTRICT 
GENERAL CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 


Application Number: HC-2014-40AD 


THIS CERTIFICATE MUST BE POSTED IN A VISIBLE LOCATION 
ON THE PREMISES 


This is to certify that the structure located at the following location has met the requirements of 
Section 31-413({}(1) of the Unified Development Ordinance: 

Property Address: 424 N. Main Street 

Property Owner: Chris Moose LLC 

Property Owner’s Address: 1707 N. Main Street, Suffolk, VA. 23434 

Property Zoning Map Identification: 34G161(A)*136 


Property Zoning: CBD, Central Business District and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay 
District 


The following action/conditions are approved: 


1. Replacement of the existing 3-tab asphalt shingle roof with a GAF Timberline HD Architectural 
Shingle (dimensional) in the Pewter Gray color. 

2. Any additional exterior improvements shall require a Certificate of Appropriateness. 

3. Allrequired permits shall be obtained from the Community Development Division. 


THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID FOR SIX (6) MONTHS. THE APPROVED ACTION(S) 
MUST COMMENCE WITHIN SIX (6) MONTHS, OTHERWISE A REQUEST FOR AN 
EXTENSION MUST BE APPLIED FOR AND GRANTED BY THE HISTORIC 
LANDMARKS COMMISSION OR THE ADMINISTRATOR BEFORE SUCH ACTION CAN 
COMMENCE. 


Signed: Signed: 


(Zoning Administrator) 


LC Secretary) 


Date: (10/1 Date: “MY aie Bea 


